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To THK Editor of tiik Heiui.d:.
I take pleasure :n availing myself of the oppor¬

tunity afforded me, and through me to iny peope,
01 oneriugsome thongh's touching the validity of
Hie 81ci kienburjf Declaration of Independence,
whic-n took place In the town of Charlotte, on the
'.iocd day of May, 1776, within a stone's throw of
the place in whHn 1 now write. Born aud reared
among the traditions of the past hundred years,
H would, Indeed, bo treason to deny that such a
declaration was made, aud that, too, at the time
mated above. Krom that time to tue present the
universal belief, with a few isolated exceptions, Is
that. Coionel Thomas folk, then colouel of the
militia of the county of Mecklenburg, called a

convention of the people of t/ie county, in
couHcqueucc of the generally disturbed condition
ol nocieiy, occasioned by the oppressions of
the mother country, by ami through the illegal
exactions of the ofllcers of tlia British crown.
That Convention assembled In Cl.arlotte on the
l»i,u day oi May, 1773, and no great was the feeling
».n the part of the participator* in the proceedings
ol the Convention that the session was prolonged
until the morning of the aotn. hater in the even-

inu ol the lOtn au express messenger arrived with
information of tne battle of Lexington, Mass.,
bringing intelligence that

BLOOD HAD BEEN SI'll.T
in deience of American freedom just one month
buiore, and, so great was tha feeling oi sympathy
on die part of the actor* of that immortal occa¬
sion, that those who had refrained from actually
committing themselves to an open declaration of
Indepcn Jcnce no longer hesitated, but at once
coincided with such men as Dr. Ephralm Brevard.
This is ail we claim, except that immediately

aiier that event, ana long prior to the Declaration
oi Independence, which occurred at Philadelphia
m 1776, ihe citizens of Mecklenburg county took
.icps to put themselves ou a war looting and
wade good their bold Declaration by taking an

active and memorable part in tne seven years'
struggle lor independence which followed the gen¬
eral declaration oi war on the part ol tne United
Colonies.
Tne citizens of the Sta'e of North C:.r 'la ire

making considerable preparations to i
ceiebra e such an important epoch in the at.

i>! their history on the occasion of the Centenn
annive.-saiy, which takes place on the i!0th inst.,
and it Is due lo us and tho words oi truth to say,
that win e there may bo some who doubt the geu-
uiiienet* of the Declaration, there ex.sts no

disbelief among our peo :e. Inasmuch as there
have oeen at different periods since 1W0 occasional
di'-ctissions as to th- authenticity of the Meck-
lenbutg Declaration, it may not be out ot place
(or me to notice in tsteii.io some of t'ie arguments
w hicn have been brought, forward to order that
tney may bo properly aud duly unswered to the
isa*is.action of ^ny unpreiudiced mind.

Wit EM THE DOI'bTS A HUSK.
The flr«t tin e 'he authenticity of this Declara¬

tion was ever couoieo was lu I91'.». iu that year,
as h matter of information and interest, some
Massachusetts paper.rue y/ytf, 1 think.pub¬
lished tne Declaration, with an intimation
on the part oi the ell'or mat he beiieveu it
to be genuine. Mr. John Adams, in a private cor-
responden-e with Mr. Ihomas Jederson. lor-
waraed tuai gentleman a copy of the pai>er con¬
taining the Declaration, at tue same time stating
that ne (Mr. .tdams) beaeved it to be genuine.
In Mr. Jefferson's reply he treated tne
wnoie mairer as an "unjustifiable quiz.''
ine publication oi this letter at mat
time cieatcd considerable excitement in North
Carolina, particularly among the descendants or
the patriots ol the Revolution tt.en living in
Meckknnurg county, and measures were taseu
by tho Legislature of North Carolina (as it had
become a »«ate matter) to collect and arrange
ti.e document* relative to the Mtckienourg Dec¬
laration, which were pnblisncd in lwi, and by
these <ind other publications which nave >ub-c-
q>icnny appeared, the authenticity ol the Declara¬
tion is estahiiaued beyond cawi or dount.

It is unnecessary lor us, at tnis late dav, to
calumniate the cnatacter of Mr. Jefferson, rest-
lug a-i it aoes on a more solid and enduring
foundation than the simple writing oi the Aiueri-
ran Declaration of Independence at Philadelphia,
t>ut at the same time it is both necessary ami
prop r (oi ns to vindicate and deleud tue honors
which ^uatiy au.l truly belong to

feKCK I.E.N lll R<J AMD ll K It SOS'S.
ai the time of whicn we write nearly half a

ceptury had passed since the iieciaratiou had oeeu
made. Mr. Jefferson, from beiug a prominent
member oi the continental Congress, bad goae on
atep ojr s ep in tho path of fame, until he had
reached, so to speak, the acme or human great¬
ness. to have acknowledged that be had copied
any portion o< his immortal Declaration, wi<tclt
was m> solemnly aud formally adopted and signed
»t rhiludelpma on the 4ts oay ol July, 1776,
nun. a «et ol ..resolves" adopted thirteen months
.teloru t>y the patriots (Who were mostly farmers
»n i inea then unknown to lame), or Mecklenburg,
w"U;d oe to ron at least one jewel irom the dla-
oem hat had been awarded bim by the wboie
American peome. lie accordingly denounced
the wnoie thing us a . UoaX,'» aud did
what he could to make other peopiu
a* incredulou- us he atmse.f was; out sucii an
M>undant array of evidence was presented as to
no longer leave any doubt about tue wnoie mat¬
ter. ho great w*, the leeling that in isa6 an im¬
mense ceieoratlon was held in Cbar.oite, aud in
tne procession which took place were not less thsn
seventy n>e old men. Done of them less tbao sev¬
enty live yesr« of age, each oi wn^m wore a
badge, on which was printed, -JOtn May. 1775,"
thus giving, at oue time. seveniy-Ove living wit¬
nesses oi the trum oi the Meckienbarg Declara¬
tion. hcr« were living, truthful witnesses, un-
courradicted, and men whose words could not be
contradicted, giving plain, unmistakable evidence
woich could not be se; aside. In addition to the»(i
w.n.esse-, I iiuv stale tnat the common tradtuona
v. the wiioie country sustain the win of Mai Dec¬
laration.

"

THE^K ARK FACTS
which have come dowu to us ou ,ne pa^es of his
tory, wuicu ate as t road as the earth ttseif
wnicii. when proof is demanded, aie not susceDtl'-
iiie oi demous ratlou. Dr. Wtiately wrote a
.took to prove tiiatcosuca per.ou as Napoleon
Kouapartu ever existed, aud Mr. Jenerson iinnse.f
uoniited the e.M-tence ol Jesus Christ, and yet
. an any saue mind ueny tte exisieuce of either
uot making any reference to tue religious beuef
n-Md by many on in s subject, i am not able at
tins dav to produce strongs*- testimony than the
tiadiuous oi a hundred years, among an inteiii-
**nt pe«p:e, and r.o strong r proois shhuid oe
. i led ,or. a part of the evidence which we srn
»'iie 10 suborn, in addition to the eloau of tesrl-
Hii.ny whicu can t»e obtained, i* tbe despatch of
Governor Martin to liu government, in which he
".dares tiiiit -ina resolves oi the people
styling themselves a committee lor ine
< ounty ot Meckienb'irr, most traitorously deciaring
tue entira dissolution oi the laws, gnvernment
and connltuiion oi this conntry, aettiug up a
. ?*tem of ruie and regu.alien ropuanant to the
iaww and subversive ol His MajestyS go\ eriiment.''
' ijumiy po itive shoiutl lie tue fact that on the
tombstone or the Hev. ll zekiah J. Balcn. one or

J"e signers of tne Mecklenburg iieciaraiion. at
»opiar rant churchyard, uear this piace, is In-
? ribed mat tie was a meuioer ol tu.a glonoui
i ."d that met At Charlotte on the iiOtn nay of
*'ay. 1.75, au«i declared independence. Also the
.omtmione of itef. Uumphier Hunter, buried at

»,..,i'rJ:ekVlieiir D*'®> the same in-
one vf llit P">"» pe .pie Who ire-

ctinrciies oi liod to pay tueir devo-

-I _.iJ_?? presumed to doubt that
J' ®®* memorials were anything nut tne

.i' .n'r,^l^^ u'.trqtB t'B,, bottling out the truth.
n* *'". atsmi) their mem-

aiVu tusgraea
lUe 01 'hastate, witu .nfamy

WORK* J« T?1K OJtlOINAt, t
"i tue inciaVa w 1,1 wl" Ted, y toexclaim,
Jct M .P'hat f.'1/ 011 ^UCe '* »ow asserted,
?Irvcrt »»» '!> s t ,r,-"ul CWP? .»** not oeen pre-
serias of wriu'I^«"^i'.nl"rnit u* th*t ll,er'1 .*

it rilir R n- 1(1 ,>jr ine l"/eni 0< the Ooiin-

ifar ,nd *n1n» hf?d subsequent to the wth of
pi*j,iioa some navt even cUimed that a Met of
tr* lu ion.«f hdopied 011 tte Sits of M»v of rue
eaineyear andwni h were more coatiaafory U

1̂ 16 »e Ueiiounvvu by U* V,rBW

Martin, wan tne only declaration ever made. In
answer to tne query 1 will state tutu me Secre¬
tary, John McKnitt Alexander, kept (lie oniy
record or the proceedings which were known to
be in existence in 1800, and that in April of that
year Hi* mansion wu destroyed by fire, and tno
book containing the Important aocutnent watt
burned. 'l'be Declaration was printed In the
Cape fear Mercury, one ot the two papers
then published in North Carolina, a
couy of wincn wan sent to nis government r>y

[ Governor Martin on the 30th of June of t ne nuiiio
' year, men a reiugee on one 01 111* Majesty's shins
Of war iu the Lower Caue F^ar, and denounced by
hiin uh anove quoted, iu tne year 1803 Colonel
Jonn H. wneeler, North Carolina's must able ius-
tonan, visited London, carrying with b.m a let ler
of Introduction from the Son. Z. it. Vance, then
Governor or North Carolina, lo t .e Hon. James
Mason, then commissioner of the confederate
States in England, with a view of gathering up
hucu evidence as might be aitain^wo in regard to
the colonial history or North Carolina. He ro ind
many documents relating to me early history of
North Carolina, both as a colour and aa a Mate,
oi which he took copies, ,<ritu a view oi publishing
rtiem in a second edition if ins 'Historical
Sketches or North Curotina." lie lound iho
despatch of Governor Martin relating to the
Declaration, but the copy o/ tue cope
Fear Mercury, which was said to have
contained the Declaration referred to, was not
to be lound, and ita ausence lelt room to douot
either thai It never existed or that It did not con¬
tain the Declaration, us claluicd by our people. A
note in pencil stated that It pad been taken out oi
tne oill e oy Governor Audrew Stevenson, of
Kentucky, then Minister of the United Stales to
the Court oi St. James, and that it had never been
returned. Dpon tue rouiru or Colonel Wheeler to
the United States he addressed a letter to the
iiou. John W. Stevenson, now United States Sena¬
tor from Kentucky, and the sou of the rentleman
referred to, iniorming him that the mlsfunir paper
had been lost and requesting his aid in finding it
11 it. should bo among any ot his father's paners.
Mr. Stevenson answered that after due and dili¬
gent search atnoug his lather's papers (itis father
being deai.) the tniBaing copy or tne t ape Fvar
An'r ury could not be lounu, out that despatches
and other memoranda had been lound wuich in¬
dicated that tue paper had been in the possession
of his fattier.

tiie i.<»rr link.
Dad thl* little newspaper slip been found either

In tue possession of the British Historical Society
or in the hands oi Mr. Stevenson or his hoiis
ii.ere would have been no possible grounds tor
any controversy or had not the original copy, Id
possession ot Mr. Alexander, the sectetary oi tne
meeting, been destroyed, Mr. Goodloe and other
doubters would uot have cume to the front with
ttietr peculiar and unnatural arguments to dcuy
the Meck.ennnrg Declaration ol the iuth or Mav.
Hut alter all the effort to obtain ihU paper and
the failure lo do so, iu its absence we naturally
Inquire lor other evidence, and we turn to that
uu rrinK tradition which can oe substantiated in
a hundred families in the county ot MeetUenourg
to-day. Due" the world douut that Julius Caesar
lived, and yet who could prove it to tne satisfac¬
tion of a court or Justice ? Mecklenburg has pro¬
duced two Presidents of tne United states,
Andrew Jackson and James K. I'olk, uota
men of learning and eminence, and both of
wnom in their lives gave unaesitating belief In
the Declaration of Independence which was de-
ciared at Charlotte ou tue juth May. 1775, and yet
thd existence ot a few court records, land dee is,
&e., which may oe destroyed t>y tire wituiu the
next twenty-four hours, aru the only evideuce,
leyai of course, tnat we have that they evot
formed part ot our community, and, with these pa¬
pers destroyed, a hundred years henco 1 lie world
mtiilit safety doubt that either .fccmleman ever
lived at all,

i may concludc this letter by saylnur that what-
ever doubts may exist on the part of the world at
large in rogurd to tue Declaration which we claim,
ttiere exists none whatever on the part of the peo¬
ple of Mecklenburg, and although there is no
substantial grounds lor disbelief, in the name of
my peojne I thank the Uukam>, tne greatest
tunes i uper oi the age, lor its eifort to
unveil the truth of history, however obscure it
may appear, satisfied us l am that the people of
.Mecklenburg, the descendants of the patriots of
the Revolution, nave nothing to tear irom tlie
closest investigation into the truth or falsity of
our claims. The name of Mecklenburg will ever
udurn tne pages ot tue history of our great coun¬
try. Her action in tno days oi >7o was ail that her
most loving sou to-day would have desired. Hut
tnai is uot enough; sne sent iorth tier sous in tho
war oi 1812 as weii as in the days ot the Kevolutiou ia
answer to tier country's cull; aud again in tiie war
with .Mexico there were no truer defenders of
tne Stars and Stripes than the sons of Mecklen-
itirg, and last, though uot least, when the tocsin
.ug throughout tins country m 1861 the

riotte .ilornets" tnaue one company
v first regiment which met the

"Betael," the troops on tl.e
CouiencW. ^ side being eoran anued ny General D.
H. Bill, a cut/Ail oi Charlotte, aiid oi ttie llo.ooO
troop* irom tnH State » ho went to tne front tin¬
der cee, in the further struggle of thai bitter con-
i">t.who met .McDowell at. .M uassas und Bud
Uuu and who surrendered to Grant atAppoma -

tox four yeais later.Mecklenburg lurnlsh.id con¬
siderably more than Her quota; and, knowing
tliem as 1 do. I nave no hesitation in saying that
tney would be just as quick to answer a cai: of the
government to-aay as they were in 1776, in 1812, in
i»4S or in 1861.
Pardon me for this digression from the main

subject, and alio* me only to add that the time at

my command will not allow me to collate sucii
lacts as l wight be able to do uad 1 time; bat I
wtu take pleasure tu referring you and your read-
era to .Jones'Deienee of Norm Caiolina," "Foote's
Sketches ot North Carolina." . Wueeler's Historical
Sketches of North Carolina;" "Governor t,iahaiu's
Memons," .'i.o*sin«'i> tv toriat Field Book of tne
Revolution," and other works that 1 could men¬
tion.

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
CllAltLKa U. JUNKS.

J. C. WELLING'S LETTER.
Wa^HIMOTON, May 10, 1S74.

To THK ED1TOH or THE iiBRALD:.
1 have itie honor to acknowledge the recep*

ttoo of your note, in which you ask me to prepare
a popular exposition of ttie "Declaration of Inde¬
pendence" purporting to have been adopted and

promulgated by a portion or tbe people of Mecklen¬
burg county, In tbe State or North Carolina, on tlie
aotn or Mar, ittj.
For tbe courtesy yon have done me in this ap-

pllcalon I am, it la presumed, indebted to tlie fact
that since tlie jear 1856, when i made my first pub¬
lication on thU topic in tbe columns of the Xa.
tionnl Intelligencer, I havj taken an bumble pari,
in the historical controversy wnlch baa so long
been wagea over tbia document, with regard alike
to tbe genuineness or its autborsnip and tbe Au¬

thenticity of its contents.
A* 1 nave been led by my investigations to con¬

trovert the traditional and popniar opinions he d
in NortU Carolina on this topic it gi\ea me

pleasure to state that I have found nothing in
tbese investigations winch seems in tbe slightest
degree to detract from tbe exalted patriotism of
tbe Mecklenburg worthies or 1775 or lower tho
pious veneration in winch they arc Held oy their
descendants ol tbe present day. on tbe contrary,
I suppose tbat tbe views which 1 bave been com¬

pelled to adopt, in common witb more learned
historical critics, sncb as Mr. Baucroit and the
late Peter Force, are tbe only views w&ich can bo
made conaitteut with a loyal and intelligent ad¬
miration ol the Mecklenburg heroes, as tney are
believed to be the only views which can stand tbe
ultimate scrutiny oi an impartial mind when all
tbe facts of tbe case are put in the record. I
attach tbe more importance to tbta statement,
woich I place at tbe very threshold or my commu¬
nication, because 1 am unwilling to bave it sup¬
posed, even for a moment, that 1 have proposed
to myself tbe shallow pleasures of tbe mere tcono-
claat in undertaking the work of research
upon this question, and in subsequently mating
public tbe reaulta of that research. it is nope J
that even the cursory view to whlca ( must be re¬
stricted in the present discussion will suffice to
show tbat m vindicating tbe truth of history in
this matter tt la not necessary, in tne 'east degree,
to detract from tbe hereditary renown and pre¬
eminent patriotism or tbe stalwart and enlight¬
ened men who adorned tne annuli ot Mecki»noarg
county during tbe Revolutionary era. certain it
is tbat I pro.ess myaed to be their fervent admirer,
and in humblv wl, Ing rrotn their tombstones toe
lichens and moss ol more than hair » century f
confess as well to tbe reverent homage as to the
pain-tiking zeal or an Old Mortality, it the fsl«e
nimbus which ha* gathered around their brows
Irom the mists or a local tradition must needs be
dissipated it Is that we may tbe bctier adorn
their ven?rabic heads with an aureole ol brighter
splendor and purer lustre. The fame of these
Illustrious patriots Has nothing to fear excep' from
tbe indiscretion of tno»e wno prerer te view them
through tbe distortion* or labie rattier man In the
"dry light ol truth."

OOINO BENEATH THK SrRrACR.
What is popularly known as the-'Mecklenborg

Declaration of Independence" was drat published
to the world in the Kalelgn Register of April 30,
i.si >. Tbe document, as then published, purported
to be " i true copy of the papers" left on tbta sub¬
ject in the hands or nis son oy John Mcknitt Alex¬
ander, an influential citizen oi Mcckienbur*
couuy, wrio died In the year 1817. fits son, Dr. i
McK.i111 Alexander, in givin# publicity to tbo
document, accompanied it who tbe followingc«rtifl( ate :.

The foregoing is * true copy of the rst^r«on the above
mhjeet. leitln my nimli b* .lehu Meknitt Alexander
deceasst. I tlnJ it mentioned on (lie that the origin ti
book hnrned April, 1801), that a copy ,,t tM proeeeo.
iug« ivas sent \u liutfii \\ luiawtbi,. uitu nnuu* a

toryof North Carolina, and that a cop7 n«> Mint to
Uem ral W K. Dnviu. J. M'KMil.
Tbe MecnienDurir Declaration of Independence

wan thus published for the flrat lime and certified
by Dr. J. McKniu Alexander with theauppres ion
or ms paternal name. Tuo Declarat.o us pub¬
lished wan accompanied with an historical narra¬
tive purporting to explain the circumstances in
wnicn It originated, aim tiiln narrative preleases,
by tne dat>; placed at iih dead, to Have been writ¬
ten on the 20tn of May, I77i. This repreaeutati<m,
however, nas no loundatiou In fact, a* the narra¬
tive undertakes to recite events which occurred
not only days. but even yenr-<, alter that date.
Such a mode or recording veracious tusiory is, to
Buy the least, very lp artistic, lliougn it is not
necessary to impute any iraadulem design in Die
premises. The fact that Dr. J. M'Kultt Alexander,
son of old John M< Knitt Alexuuder, »u;>ires-ed ma
patronjrimc 111 certifying to tue teiiuiin-nc-a 01 the
copy lie bad made iroin the papera of hiu fattior,
naa been cited in evidence as evin. iiiir a wauc 01
candor on his part, tint In* dclendera at the pres¬
ent dav plead in extenuatiou 01 this apparent
concealment that he ofien omitted the suruauie
from hiH signature becauae of the commonness ol
tae name of Alexander 111 Mecklenburg count;
aud iia vicmaire.

ACGKIT1N0 rnK TRITII OP THIS
statement us entirely satisfactory, tne historical
critic 01 die present day, ta lurtucr iraolu^ tne re-
la ions ot "J. MeKnltl" to ttie documouts iu ques¬
tion, hood stumbles ou a discovery which tie inula
it ntucb more <litn<-ult to reconcile eliner witn me
lruukness winch shuid tie practised or else the
accniacy which Htioukl be scrupulously unserved
In making a copy or audi an important paper.
Dr. J. McKnitt.we may so call hlnl fiinci that is the
uaiuo lie preferred.Had staled, an we have Keen
In rue certitloite aitaclied to bis publication in the
year 1810, ihat nis fatuer appeared iroia the
record "on file" to have given a copy of the
Mecklenburg Declaration, among oiher persons,
to Gene al VV. K. Davie, a distinguished citizcn or
Mori 11 Carolina. Searcu was lusli uted lor litis
copy among the papers left by Generul Davie at
.la decease, and the document was lound in the
well-known, and as we are uamired by competent
testimony, in tue unmistakable handwriting ol tne
veneiable John McKnitt Alexander. This "Davie
copy'1 of tue MecklenburK Declaration of
lndei endence was long preserved in the
archives oi the state Department oi North t'aio-
Una at Raleigh, but was at length removed from
that custody by the late Governor 1). i% Swain,
wane lie w. s President of mo North Carolina Uni¬
versity. liovernor Swam hail betu appointed to
the office of "Historical Agent" of North carollua,
and in that capacity he wiMidrew this paper irom
the State depository, that bo migut have an op-

fortuui;y of subjecting it to a critical inspection,
have seen an autogr.pa loiter or Governor

Swain, addressed to the Hon. Henry 8. Randall,
the biograpner oi Jeiferson, in wiiicn, under date
of April <1, 1K08, Governor Swain stales that tt.e
"Dav-.e copy" oi tne Meckleutmrg Declaration of
Independence was at tnat time m bis hands,
Wlieu tills "Davie copy" came to oe examined by
Governor .swaiu he found tnat it was accompanied
by a certificate of John .vicKuitt Alexander, wtiicti
told an entirely dlil'erent story irom the certificate
with winch Dr. "J. McKnitt," Ins son. had accom¬
panied tue nist publication or the Declaration ui
the year 1813. i'he lull certificate appended by
John McKnitt Alexander to the copy wincti no
bad given 10 Governor Davie runs us follows;.

It in*v bo worthy of notice here to oimervo that the
forcKumit ulute.ueut, inounn tu<t.»ment.i!Iy correct, muy
not literally cvrrcspnivl trim tl'i original rtxoirt in 0 > trtnun
Hum oj KhJ Di >>ynUon ui .! < milt oj Inquiry, a., a11 thr itfui U
umi jia/i'ri iteri burnt vith Urn fiuunc on April\ I8»); but
pruvloUi to that time ot 18ui) a lull copv ol said records,
at the request ol Dr. Hugh i\ lUluiuson, ilitru or .New
York, but lormerly a Repie oiitative in Congre i froai
this .Male. *.»< forwarded to him by Colonial William
Polk, iu order that those early transaction* lulitlit till
their proper place in a hlntorv of this btate, then writing
bv f«icl Dr. W ililainitoii in Nov York.
Certified I > b'tt oj my recoliertmt ami btllct, thl* 3d 'lay

of September, 18 u. J. McK. ai.kxa.ndi.k.
Now, it is safe to say that If this certificate had

put in its appearance simultaneously with tiu
first publication made on the subject tiy "J,
McKnitt" in tne year 1S19, tbere could never nave
been any ground lor tno long contro¬
versy whicti has prevailed iu legal d
to either tne genuineness or the nntheti*
ticity of the Mecklenburg Declaration of
Independence ou the *JutJi of May, 1775. In point
of fact tnis certificate was not given to the wornl
until the ve.ir 1863, when it was published in the
Aorr/i Carolina University Magazine by the Rev.
hroiessor Charles I'nillips, a colleague of Governor
bwaiu in the Chapel Hill University, and who
made tnn publication under the Governor's super-
lntenden< e. i'rofessor l'aillips still li\e-> to authen¬
ticate the accuracy of his transcript, beiau ut
preaent a citizen of Mecklenburg co'inty and a
member or the Faculty of Davidson College, situ¬
ated within its borders Tne "Davie copy" has
I well been lost or mislaid.

T1IK TELL-TALE CEIITIFICATK.
In all respects, except iu tne matter of this cer-

tlileaie and, perhaps, one oMicr important varia¬
tion, ibe "Davie copy" of the Me Jk!eut>urg Declara¬
tion was louud t»y Governor Swaiu and i'rofessor
Pintitps to be identical with the paper published
by "J. McKnitt" in me year 1819. The pertinent
questlou, tiien, arists. wnj did not "J. McKnitt"

! gi\e the ccrtiilcaie oi ui* fatiirr m lull? Wnydldhe
so truncate tne certificate as to conceal tne lact thai
tne whole paper oi tils lather purported, «n its
laee, to be noiulug more tlian "The best rccolicc-
ti n and belief" of a man wrltiug about events
wiii' ii had occurred iwciity-six years agoue, and
irtthout a single scrap of the original records wr n
winch to relresu lus tnemorv. We can exculpate
mm irom iname iu the premises oimv by the cuar-
ituble supposition that ine paper wiiicn feu into
his hands had received lrorn his lather a less
copious and irauk certitlcate man w as appenoed
tiv the same baud to the Davie copy" ot liila doc-
uuient.
How the-e questions mtj best be answered Is a

matter only ui private concern between Jo'.u
McKnitt Alexander, tue father, and "J. McKnitt,"
hi- sou. ine iinportant fact wltb wbicn tlx* duo-

i lie are concerneu in this inquiry is trie ailnutted
fact that tne Declaration ol independence, as pub¬
lished by "J. McKnitt" in llUt', is loentical .« na
terms wi n tue Deciaratlou oi lndepeii <ence aa
coutaineu iu the "Davie copy." Ana u tout latter
waa coniessed to be nothing more tfiun
the attempt of Jobn Mckuitt Alexander to
n produce a long string of resolutions aau other
transactions, witaout the aid of any original rec¬
ords whatsoever, it will oe seen that we bavn
touched the bottom or this lavestlgation only to
find tnat tbere is uotblnc ou wuica to rest our
feet. If the authenticity of this Declaration be
conceded.thai is, u u be admitted mat there may
have oeeu such a declaration.tue shape in wlucu
w^ nave Itisceraitny uoi genuine. Wate. cannot
rise above its level, and just a.» little caa the Meck¬
lenburg Dec.aruuoii of ind peudence. ol May !i»,
177ft. ever hope to n^e liiuber than its source Iu iut>
memory oiJoiin McKnitt Alexander, writing out.
nis be-t recollections ol transactions and resolu¬
tions wnlcli had so lar laued from nis ininU that bo
lsirank to coni*«s "ine> mat not correspond wiiu
the original records." As it i» ^upoosed by our
North Carolina Iriends that M« Mecfc.ennurg Det-
larallon oi luUepennenee, whatever may nave been
us purport. wa» tue composlnou oi Dr. Kpnraiui
Brevard, a patriotic citizen oi Me< tieuourg. in
1774, and as it is in evidence tuat we navo
to-ditv onty so mii'-h ot that Declaration
as John MiKjiiu Alexander could reeall in tit's
year imm, wubout a line ol th« origioal text in
|tni« Mm, it follows that the ai'^euce ol a.l
aeLuincness in tne oocuni >ni must be iroeiy ad-
u.iiteu even by tliore wno woulu most like to be¬
lieve in its authenticity. Tue reader will bear iu
nilua >hat tne question oi genuineness Hi snch a
discussion us tins relates to tne aMt/tws/iip ol tne
paper, and that the question oi lis authenticity
relates to ibe veracity or its contents.

an imI'hktanr COKUWMT1 W.
Having si,own ou the testimony of its reporter

that ihe uecKienburg Declarationoiliiitrpenueii e,
as we now nave it, ia not a genuine document.
have uext to consider tue question or lis authentic¬
ity. Was inert a .y aecUrai io.i of independent 3
made by a p .riiou of tue people of Mecklenburg
ou the 2otb ol May, 177a r Did tbe patriots of
Meckienlturg, on that lay, formally and lorever
.¦c.is-oive the political bands wbicb had connecte4
them with tne uiotner country, and abeolve them
selves irom all allegiance to tue Hritisb Crown."
ine impossibility of sncli a supposition
is negatived uy a gr-at variety of most
irrefragable proois derived from tbt
contemporaneous history ol North Carolina. Iu
toe first place, I point to the lact tuat tne same
patriots who. It l« alleged, took purl m tills decla¬
ration of May -o, 1774, are known <roin Docu-
uiemary evioence to have participated in s com¬
mittee meeting oi Mcckienourg coun.y only eleven
days aiterwaru, to wit, on tue Jlst of May. and at
tnat meeting they adopted a set ol resolutions
winch, though in Ibe oigD st degree creditame to
tue»r revolutionary patiiotutu, are, ncvertneief«,
or sncb a tenor as to sneuce the uvpotaesis tba;
these same nieu bad only eiev» n da*s beiore re-
nouuteu tbelr ainglance to tne lintisii t rowu,
unless, indeed, we are to oeiieve mat in spue of
in* brsve wonis spoken by them on the Juth of
Mav they were swut to speak m Words of "bate I
tueatb" alter the orl<3f interval ol recoti«liieia-
t.on that had ncUl.cn them, ilv re-poci lor
these neroic tneo. whose sous were ot-
viunsiy cast in tue firmest moulds ol forti¬
tude as well as of courage, An bids me to
entertain such an injurious suspicion without
some Droor of ta* fact, and brooi mere is none
except each as may be drawn from the assump¬
tion tnat tue Meeltienbutg Declaration isageumne
document. Against tne "recollections" of John
Mi'Kdhi Alexander, wnetner r gard be bsd to
'-¦eir »ut«*.atice or tneir form. I »et the iptimmna
Ptrixi of tnat Dec a ration, wnirn t^ese meuaie
knows to nave pnniisned in Mecalenburg on tht
.list oi May, 1776- a declaration whicn was pr.ntei
at tne time, which wo still have in me new>papei *
oi ihat period, and whuh, whether tne descend¬
ants oi these men in the yertr isTi will near or
iori>ear, I make boia to charactenr.e as ,i paper
iniiuiteiy more wortuy oi ail lu.mage than thn
document tney have scievted to idolize, even if
ta* claims oi tne latter to respent were not open
to exception, which, as baa oeeu seen, ia very iar
irom being the case.
Tba Declaration oi May 31. to whici we nere

rerer. does not amount to a definitive declaration
of independence; out, aa-mining tint me power
of the British crown bad virtually fallen into
rnlns, its autuora proceed to reconstrnct a .rem .

work of civil govorumeui on ibe basia of tuu.-«
ruins.

8TR0K0 roiNTS FSVOHfNO THi "RKSOLVIS..»
Now ine same men who are lcw> cn to h.tve

adopted the^e resolutions of May 81 are said to
uttve adopted the resolutions declaring inde¬
pendence oi Great Britain on me win of May, 1776.
liut tue eighteenth resol itUn in tne later series
expressly couteinplates a contingency on wbica
ail revolutionary measures wauid lall to the
ground, and Hat contingeicy la tbat "the legisla¬
tive tody or Great Britain reaign its unjust an J
arbitrary pratenaions with respect to America."
It is oovious, therefore, that if toese men declare.!
Hid«i>etiuciiv» va u« mum vi tuu r«- i

traeted the Declaration eleven flays
Were they men of such Infirm purpose J* '""JBut the negative evidence noes uot end Here, a
lit tie more than three months alter thedateoi
May no, 1776, wlit* 11 John Mcitnitt
Tnomas Polk aud other* are represented to nave
"declared independence," w* And ties#
very leaders sitting iu the Norta Csro mA
provincial congr ss, aud on tne -id of August,
177&, we lurther And them Signing a ®Jloyally, In -profession of their allegiance to tne
king and acknowledging the constitutional execu¬
tive power ol government." Had tnese *pen de¬
clared imiepeuueuce ou the 2uth 01 May, liJar 10
¦upp03« so is to load their names and memories
irith 'tie rnont terrible ol Imputations, and 1 Know
ol nothing m their honorable and manly charac¬
ters which can josiiiy snoh a tremenoous impeach-
ment of either their coura'-'e or their c rudor as
we must allow to lio against taem 11 they pro-
riaimed themselves independent oi Gra n Britain
on tne 20tn ol May, 1773, .nd pligbted tneir vows
of allegiance * Htue more tliau three raontns
afterward! Bnt tins is not ail. The csieKstea
slttine in this North Carolina Provincial < longreaa
irotn Mecklenburg, lncldiiiug Joan McKnut Alex-aiuler, the sponsor of the so-called Declaration of
IndcDemtenre, joined wiih their colleagues in a
uuuuimous address to the people of Great Britain.
John McKnltt Alexander, with all hiscoiiea»;ues

from Mecklenbatg county, unit d In this addrt^s,
lor it is oi record that it was adopted u>MHi
niontlv by the members of the Provincial «ou-
irress. A list, ol absentees was kept uy the secre¬
tary of tne Congress, and the Mecklenburg d; e-
Katea do not appear to have been absent at It.
adoption. It remains, then, lor me to nay that in
very mercy to the patriots of Mecklenburg in 177.>,
as "weil as in simple justice io me truth ol .in-
tnentic history, wo ni'ist Hold tnat thoro neither
was nor could have been any such Declaration as
tnat which John McKnitt Alexander Iuroi»lied up
lrom memory after the lap.se of more than a quar-
ter ol a century.

WAS IT AM. A MTTIt ?
Was, then, the Mecklenburg Declaration °f ]n im¬pendence of May 20, 1776, the pure aud

coinage of Jonn M< Knitt Alexander's brain * Bv
no means. He was honestly try iug to recall the
events and declarations of May 31, 1<Xjj l"®
record oi niese event* and declarations had been
entirely lost frmn public slgnt alter the date of
their first publication in 1776. lhey weie *** "
brought to ligni by tne late Peter Force, ol Wash
iuutou, in tne year 1»3S. Uu tne 1sth oi
bcr in Uiat year tnat veteran historical investi¬
gator announced their discovery througa the ool
uiiiuh of the National In'elhyrneer, and he recog¬
nized m them at once the authentic resolutions
tv mm John McKnitt Alexander had ¦0«K'" *® .-
produce, but of which he nan succeeded in making
only a leebie travesty. And in reaciaugthiscon-
clusion it is more to toe praise ol Mr. force « his
toricai sagacity, trained ttiougn he was in sucn rc-
searches tnat nt that lime.in J»3s.he did uot
knowaswe know now, that Alexander's version Of
the Meckienourg resolution was
driwu l'rom nis "best recollection aud belitJl.
That slgiuticant lact w.is not suitered to trsuspli o
iu North carolim until <he year 18»3, though the
committee of Ui>j North Carolina Leglalatuii,
charged in the year 1830 with the publication of
evideuce in sup, ort ol the genuineness and au-
theuticity oi the so-cailsd ueclaraaon ol May-W,
must have hai1 the "Dav le copy of that do. u-
uieiit in their hands, 'fiie certiBcate imoushed
under tne aBperinteudence of Governor swam at
a later dute unfortunately escaped their notice,
otherwise it might have greatly mouiUed their

Ll'ut"u°v»iil he said thai there are a dozen or
more of witness s wno, speaking irom. theii r^co.-lections or what they neaid and -.aw in MecKUn-
burg during tne year 1^5, luve fUcorroborate the statements of John McKnitt, Alex
auU«r Willi retard to bo rk the rueii* auu oaiefl. oi
his story. All Hit se men gav e their 'esuinotiy if/V,
tne publication of "J. McKnitt" had been ®|Jde in
lSltt and btSbi'e the genuine aud authentic
resolutions ol May 31 had been restored to
sight. And vet, even in giving their evidence
under this disadvantage, several oi these wit-
nesses make statements which prove undoubtedlythat tliey were tntukiug oi tne renoive- or May oi.
for they mak>' alluRtons to incts aud declarations
louud in tnoso resolves aiona. Hie meniorios \>t
these men, as the memory oi Jonn Mcr.nitt a ex-
under beiore tuem, were reaching uaciv io tne
magnanimous public manifesto,
marke I an epoch in tae aunals of Mi tkieuDui g.
That manifesto, as some of these wnuesaes i« -

uicmbered, nau ooldly Ueclareu tiiat . a.l la \
and commissions confirmed uy or derived iio^iu
the authority of the ii.in^ and Parllamoiit wcr^annulled and vacated; mat no ,eginativo or ex-
ecstlve puwers then existed in tne colonies ex¬
cept those oi lamed oy the Provincial ct®n*r*"'each Province under the direction oi tha Great
Continental congress; that any person
Miereafter re. niug or exercising a corn-
nii-sien from ihc tiown was io be >leem,d
an ciieu v to ins country," *nd tnst
in support of thes^ decimations soldieis
had been r. ised, with powder aud lead aud muta,
to show that toe men of that crisis had mil uujdi rsiandinfc ol their tunes and "meant business
in all tuat iQeyso nobly spoke and bravely did.
If tiiese witnesses iorgot tne lit tie reservation
contained in tne eighteenth resolution of tne
series.a rc.-olution luoking to tlie lostoraiiou of
ro\al pierogatlves on the renunciation >»y
Britaiu ol l er uuju-i and arbitrary preiensious
wiiii respect to America.it was simply because
the subsequent course oi eveuia nud never given
any room for the occurrence ol thin contingency.

THK.MK RESOLUTION'S OF MAT 31, 177j.
wore not, it la true, a lonual .leclaratiou of inde¬
pendence. U tuey had necu. vue jBen who were
loremost iu giving them foice and effect could not
have subsequently professed themselves to be
lo- ai at heart toward the coustitutioual i!ights of
tu'e Uritisli Crown. Bat the stand wnicn thej^tneni and there t^ok iu mmnteiiance ol thMr righta itit
them m » practical If not in a theoretical attitude
Oi Ki'iepns tne Hritish »uthoritv.

ine sturdy believer lu 'fie geuaineuesS and au¬
thenticity of tne manifesto oi May 20, 1774, may
h»-re luterpose wiih 'he remark that, notwith-
staudmg all these apparently inlalllbie signs ol iu
unnihtorical character, we have tne testimouy of
uoveruor stokes, given in 1SD0, taat In the
K93 Dr. Williamson exhibited to him. in tne city
ol Now York, a copy ol the Mecklenburg Declara¬
tion. in the liaudwritiug of John
der. This statement of Governor .s okes is en-
tueiy credible, nut our Norta Carolina filends
.rem to lorget that the statement dues uot at an
help the pretensions of the Mecklenburg Declai a-
tlou ol independence as now received sodheid
among Hum on the anthorlty of John .McKuitt
Alexander, lor we have tu« conieasion of Mr.
Vle.xauder thai the existing version of tne Mtok-
irnourg Declaration of May JO 1775, mvfs ^hi i,i, .from inrotary, tn lue year 18is). II, in the
vt»ar U93, uoveruor ^tokes a copy ol ine
Declaration, it could noj. ,l*v® bL'f!).v.t.necaper subsequently complied b> Mr. aicmui-
... r iroia lua recollections, lor at that timo
Hie original records oi the Mecklenburg cuuiuuileo
wetc still in Mr. Alexander's possc-sion. 1 we
could now recover tlie actual transcript ol the e
origiaat records, as given by Mr. Alexander :o Ur.
Williamson, oetore his papers were turned. «
should undoubtedly And u to b# a copy of the pro-
ce.diugs Bad on tlie ;ilat ol May, l<u- H U -iiou.il
turn out tone the trnertcord ofan earlier meeting,
rtallj neid on tne .Win oi .May. 177j. wc are u'
least that it could c«nu.in iintaiug wftl*-a v^ouid
be Inconsistent wl'h the grave and deliberate
»tep* publicly tiken by t ese same men ouiy
eieven da\s afterward. It is prool euough In. ue-
rogation iroui tue trustworthiness oi Mr. Alexun-
?ler'i reooiieoiioui in me year that tnej (if
me face oi doenmentary evidence known to behotn
geuuine and autneutic. and that ihey involve tue
m >-t .lamsgitig refiectlons oil the conduct and
ehsracters of tae men to whom they relate, not
even excepting himself, for In- signed the Jes. or
Loyalty'' in the Norm Carolina rrovincialCongie'S
km late as April 4, i77«, cmv three m.-ntiis beiore
tne national Declaration of Indepeuuence made
oj iic ucutsrai i oncres-.

I)OCt:M i;Vt Alt V EVlbEN' E.
Where the documentary evidence Is so con¬

clusive against the authenticity of the Alexander
version oi Hie Mecklenburg proceedings, it himliy
need he said that all contemporary and suusidiary
evidence poin's id trie sau.e direction, tor in-
s'atice, it Is attested uy many witnesses that tUe
MecUenburg proceedings oi May. I77i, whatever
may nave been tneir purport or tnc:r urecise date
in th:it montn, were despatched by a messen¬
ger to the continental Congress, then in se-sioti
in rniiadelphia. >Vell, wo have contemporary
documentary evidence In the shape or an otriciul
le,ter, written by Governor Mattiu .tne Colonial
Uovernor of North Carolina.under date of June
30, 177«>, taat It wa* me resolutions of May 31
wttli'li were sent. We 'iave the asseveration of
Mr. Jefferson that the Alexander version of theso
proceedings uever caum to ids knowledge
in rniiaoeiph»a. We have tho same as¬
severations irmn John Adams, accompanied
wltli his reasons for holding It morail>
imp' ssii,ifl iiiac »uch a pai er could have couie
to I'lula leiplua without ins knowing the (act at
th* time. V>eh»ve documentary proof that the
existence oi anytamg ike^u Declaration of Inde¬
pendent:" on lie .Jotii of M:iy, 1775, was unknown
in the auioitung couuiy of howun wi the Jlrtt *aj
»f June, 1775, lor on inat oay. twelve davs srter
toe dale of the alleged Declaration, rae committee
ol Kow.in county invite their neighbors ol Meck-
iruourg to mute with them in prayers lor -iik
Moose of Hanover nud it* legal succession." We
have the written state nent of James Iredell, ait
eminent citizen oi Norm Carolina, afterward an
Associate Justice of the I rated urates Hip rune
curt.a statement made In tne year 1777, wnen
nls memory of currcnt events in North Carolina
must have be»n fresh.that urin ve.y near tin
time of the Nation ti l>eclara ion of July 4. l"«, he
1 nevor heard a man speak on the subject ot
Independent who did not speak of it
with abhorrence ami indignation, ant
place the a ope of a'.l ms leucity In a
happy and honorable reconciliation with ureal
Britain." The leader uoes nut need to be re-
minded that this was tne coamou sentiment ol all
patriotic Americans in tne eariy part ot the year
177ft, and mar tnia asntimeut prevailed at even a
much later period. A definitive declaration ol in¬
dependence a* early as May, 1775, in any part of
tne American Continent la a aistoncal sntchron-
ism which would require the most positive eVI-
dence vo substantiate it against tr.e antecedent
for-e ot the probabilities weighing against It. K it
in this case ail the positive proofs conspire witn
the antecedent probabilities to show that there
was no sucu declaration as Mr. AiexauUer con¬
cocted from his best recollections.

at mow* cRaniTku without in vestioatio*.
Bnt, it may be said, how is it possible tQ.it the

Alexander story oi these proceedings, alieged to
have been hsa on the aotli of May, 1776, should
nave taken such a deep hold on the North t arollua
mind i! they do not nave some foundation in met t
in response to such a suggestion it is sufllcient to
say tnat ttiese proceedings do haverome inundation
in /not. u> iirtt, in Urn /act that Wo re tctui a nnxU

viytjt Uuiu/iifjyn maat U't um a/ Ma...

Before thai noteworthy Declaration had o#tn
recovered tbe Alexander version was put in cir¬
culation. ana it was entirely natur 1 itiat the
people of Nurtti Carolina, justly proud of tniir
virtuous aucesior*. should attach their faith to
the Mury, coinciding an tt did with tiie general
drift of their local traditions respecting the tran¬
scendent patriotism of the inhabitants of Meck-
leo.oii(r. Tne sincerity of their faith in the "Meck¬
lenburg 1> ciaratiou of Inpeueudeiice" la not to
be questioned. 1 Hey are toe last people who
would make a claim which tney do not believe to
be well founded. It la their misfortune that they
were called to pronounce on the merits of the
Alexander version before they knew tiiut it was
written from memory alone, and beiore the
text of tue re ti ue<slsratlons made on the
aist of May Had been exhumed from uie dast of a
transient obiivion. Tho patriotic tradition* ,»t a
people are justly dear to them. The people of
North Carolina are not to ba blamed lor clinging
with so much tenacity to the Mecklenburg legend.
Many among thorn do not care to inquire too uar-
rowiv into the grounds of tne modern scepticism
ti.athas aiuied 10 discredit the popular belief;
ion mere aicothe.s among tuem who, imoutictue
their faith in the fable oi Alexander, have punted
tii» honor of the M 'clclenborg in® es on ihe mem.
orable WeclaratiOM of MtfSL On that/round
they afa safe irom as-aim, aim on that ground
they in ty cuaileii.ee for tue Mecklenburg laihers
the pious homage and reverent gratitude oi
the whole peopio of tne United States. For
the peopio of Mecklenburg were the tirat in
ail America, so far as I am aware, to
solve the problem of local self-government, as
.bat problem was presented to tliRin In tne year
1776. The laws oi Uru.it Ui nam hau laileu into prat-tical desuetude lroni the virtual overthrow of t:io
British power in North Carolina. Neither tiie Con¬
tinental Cougre^s not- the Provincial Cougress u'.
the colour had provided any substitute lor this
lapse of civil government. With a talent lor con¬
structive politics wnich has no rival in anv re¬
corded example ol our Revolutionary history at
tnat early day, the Committee or MeckJtaburg
bo.dly grappled wltu tills formidable dutlcuity.a
dltlloulty which was then vexing the wisest minds
on the continent. While others were deliberating
and crying aloud lor help irom the general Con¬
gress me men of Mecklenburg acted on the spot,
and ueped themselves to a wise and wen consid¬
ered munic'pai government, wnlcn proved ade¬
quate to ail tue wants of civn society during t..e
transition period between monarchical authority
and home rule.

Ii, then, the patriots and sages of Mecklenburg
in 1775 were not the --able are.meet., or mm" they
have been alleged to be, thej were certainly ..hie
uronitects of order. They brought dvii order
out ol civil ruin. They kept the ssersd cnarnies
ot home, ot parents, cuildreu, irieud.s and neigh¬
bors under the ii-kis of law. aud thus r a.i/ed
what Cicero has called the hlgiies', as It certainly
is tne holiest, lunctun of organized civil govern¬
ment.

All honor, then, to the Revolutionary Tierce* of
MecKiennorif I We nave only to re«rei that tneir
descendants should have lailed to discern uie
nu'hesi gtory oi their auces'o: and that in their
nendiess anxiety to protect the reputation of tne
resuect ;b!o men who nave borue subsequent wit¬
ness io fun disputed point on their ana us, ttiey
should have erected the laiiiblo recollections of
John McK.ni it Alexander into h lai.titiou dignity,
winch Ue was careiut to disclaim for them. 1 here
is really no room lor controversy in Hits w uie
matter if tne paper oi Mr. Alexander be law.-n at
the value assigned to It Dy its author, and those
who would give to it a biuner authenticity must
not only assume to be wise above what he has
written, but must also ignore tne moat salient
facts c< mposlng tue record in this ease.

J A MI.S C. WELLING.

CENTENNIAL LOYALTY.
'

IiOliF.UT E. LKE AND JEFFERSON D A VIS COCX
SELLING ACCKPTANCE OF THE SITUATION.

OFFICE OF 111B UNITED STATES 1
Centennial Combmissionuis fob Texas, 5

No. 2» Broadway, New Youk, May 13, lsTi. )
To TUB EniTOB OF TUB HERALD:.

in your issue of this morning. in an editorl.il
atludlug to tli" speech of Jertrson Davis the tiny
netore lu Texas, you nay:."We congratulate
Jefferson Davis upon Ins speech at Houston,
Tex.iB, m which he callcd upon tnc old Confed¬
erate so'dlers to (rive the same devotion to the
stars and Stripes that tlicy had shown to the flag
of the lost cause. The influence of a man Uko
Jefferson Davis upon the people who once fol¬
lowed hlin, If properly exercised, will lie of un¬

speakable Peneflt in the pacification of the coun¬

try." With unintended Injustice to General Loe,
you then add "We have always felt that If will he
remembered to the discredit of General Lee that
at the close of the war he sank into a policy of
apathy and silence, and aid nothing to re oucile
the people he had commanded to the new order of
tninps."
In vindication of tje troth of hlstorv, and to re¬

move the "disciedit" which yon Intimate is the
onlv shadow on the otherwise imperisnabie fame
of one of the most colossal euaracters of the late
civil war, I am coustralnea to ssk you to publish
the following:.In his letter accepting the Presi¬
dency of Washington College, the late Robert K.
Lee said:.

I think it the du » of every citizen, in the pres¬
ent condition uf me couniry, to do all in lit* power
to aid id the re»ti>rallou of pnace and ta:tn.ny,
aud in oo way to oppose the poiicy or tne st.ite -r
general government- directed to that object. It
is particularly incumbent on those charged wita
the instruction of the young to set iliem au exam-
pie of submission to autnority.
The above memorable and historic sentiment,

which so effectually removes the imputation that
"at the close of the war General Lee did nothing
to reconcile the people he had commanded to tne
new order of things," la clipped irom bis letter at
the time of its publication la 1849, and has
ever since been carried In a memorandum
book on my person, as I have treasured it in uiy
heart and sought to practise It in my life. Your
editorial, so unintentionally unjust to a great
memory, brought vividly to mv mind Lee's
actual counsel to "the people he had commanded,"
my long treasured possession ol its words oi wis¬

dom, aud engendered au caruest wish tur Its re¬

production in your ei Inmns, to vindicate truth in
bistorr.
Tne sacred oracle hath declared that "he who

ruleth his own spirit Is greater man be who taketn
a city." il it nad been true that at the ciose of
the war General Lee "sank into a policy of apathy
and silence," he would nave left to lame the re¬

nown oi a soldier wuoout demonstrating in ntm-

seif, as he has, that in the domain of passion
and prejudice there are lor.ier achievements anJ
uooler conquests than captive mtriads or subju¬
gated provinces. But General Lee appropriate y
crowned a lame that, as yon intimate, would
otuerwise have been incomplete, by a moral con¬

quest of him-ell in actually attempting what you
averred he did not.viz., ";o reconcile the peopie
be bad commanded to the new order ol ttilogs."

\> ny so few of bis former military followers,
then, lacked the moral heroism to imitate bis
example in alto counselling "submission to au¬

thority" in the acceptanoe of the three const i'u-
tienal amendments, which were "the new order
of things." It were profitless now to discuss,
since the late indorsement and acceptance of the
new erder of things by both political plat¬
forms, and which botb parties are pledged to
maintain inviolate. The support of the Baltimore
and Cincinnati piaiiorm iu 1872 by the men of tho
South, in which they .pledged" themselves "u>

oppose any reopening or the questions settled oy
the thirteenth, lourteentn and ttfteenm amend¬
ments to the constitution," was a final settlement
of war balances, the erasure ol all vital sectional
issues, a practical acquiescence In Lee's auviee of
"submission to authority," and a compleie vindi¬
cation of the patriotism and wisdom oi those of
Leo's followers who had at an earlier day aced
upon his counsel by also accepting "tie situation"
in order to pacldcate tne country.
^on eloquently ana trnth u.iy a d that "the de-

teat of tne Confederacy will attract tne sympathy
of millions who re-pec* valor aud numm over
misfortune.'' That wlucn will not the less arrest
the attention of tne ages mat are to follow is the
council ol tne .ate Confederate chieitalns.the one

of "submission to authority" ana toe other of
renewed "devotion to tne stars and Stripes,"
wmcii had once floated, the emblem of victory,
over his owa Missi s.ppi riflemen ou the piaiut of
Siieiin Vista.
Hut the most augnst spec'acle. that which will

oteishadow in moral grandeur all other events of
tse century, will oe tae probabie complete and
voluntary extinguishment oi tne emoers of tue
war during the Centeiiuiai celebrations of 1874.

It is tbis great act ot the wonderint opportunity
to be afforded during the Centennial year for me
fraternization of win ni n ol the south and Nona
who fou<ht aud by measuring strength nave
learned to respect each other, Which should
specially commend the Centennial celebration
aai Exposition to tue enthusiastic support n»t
<>fily ol your great city, but the tiue men of all
the mates. Assemoling again around the once
common altar upon which was lit the first flame
of the Amencsa struggle for independence, me**
uien of the gray and blue (despite tne politicians
u. bvlbptamtr, *U« lure and would suU foster

pr#jtMice» to keep them alienated) will renew th«
olden bonds 01 amity and reconsecrate the orljr
Inal apirit of "liberty and union," to remain ton
ever oae and Indivisible. W. B. PARSONS,
United State* Centennial Commi-aioner for Texa«

THE HEBREW FAITH.

CONTBOYEIifcT IN A SYJUQOOCS AEOCT TBfc FOKSI
OF WORSHIP.

Tne Hebrew congregation of Bnai Jeshnrtia
have been in a statu of ferment for tne past tw«
/ears on account of a difference o( opinion b*
tween tne members in regard to certain changel
In tbe form of worship. Boat Jeshurun Is ih<
oldest Jewish congregation in New Yoik city, ha/<
lug been founded aoout forty rears ago. Tee flr.-l
synaRogtie was In Elm street, wnere worship la
accordance with ancicnt Jewisn forms wan carried
on for several yea s. The edifice proving to<r
stna.i the congregation removed to Broadway, an]
aiterward to Oreono street. Su^sequentlr
me Griene street property \r:is sold ti«i
tbe proceeds devoted to tne pnrcbasd
of tbe present synagogue In West Tnirty«
fourth street, between Scveato avenue
and Broadway. For nearly nine months bow«
ever, tlie congregation have been without a

rejruiar Habbu Ttie last one, Kabbl Vidaver, wr.s
a great re ormer, and dissensions ar'siig union j
his flock be remgned his charge in New York an t
went to San Francisco, where ne accepted a ca> 1)
from the Reformed Jewish church in tnat city.
T:ie membership of Bnal Jesr.urun for thn past tw<>
years has been growing smaller by degrees, tti«
progressive element fueling that a blind ad¬
herence to unimportant form* and custorna, which.
wire antagoniatic to the spirit oi tne age wa« cal¬
culate to retaid the growth and we tare of tlii»
cmgregution. Tuey at trued that certain Kinds <>t
insti uuien'.ai mti«lc were au aid to devotion, ana
tliat the custom of separating the husband from
hw wife or the brother from tils sinter while in tht*
synagogue was not only unnecessary, but arbi¬
trary. Ou the other baud, tae oonservat.ve ele¬
ment claimed that innovations were dtinuerous;
that tuo safest plan was to preserve the form*
which had been handed down to them Iroin past
aires. They were g< od enough for their iathers.
consequently tn< y must be good enough for them.
Th-ae forms were oo^erved by ortnodox J«ws th*
world over: aud, furthermore, that to permit th.j
proposed so-called ''reforms" was contrary t<»
the spirit and letter of the constitution adopted
at tne founding of tbe congregation over lorty
years apo. The controversy crew to au 11 dimen¬
sions arid such serlons eonsequcnces were threat¬
ened that about two months ago tlie Board o(
Trustees appointed two committees representing
both -ides 01 tlie question, wiio were iu.-trin'ied us

prepare reports. Subsequently tne followiug no¬
nce was issued, which explains itself:.

CONORSUaTlON (Ml /MIIORCN
.Ntw York, May "rh. l.*<73-

Sm.You are requested to attend a general inert!Oil ofi
the cengregation at the synagogue chambers I'hirt.v-
fourili street. un sunaay, Mav ibtl< mat., at hilipau
two f. M to consider and take action upon a plam
recommended lor adoption by a Joint Committee ar>*
pointed hy the Board ot Iru-tees, relative to (lie intro¬
duction ut au organ and the alteration ot » au ur.»
pong.
in conae 'Hon with said proposed plan the ftoi!owing|

ad litlon to tne by-laws wtll be offered lor a .option ..

"it shell not In: lawiul 10 mate, jr adopt .iuv further
a'tcratious or changes of any kind or intnrt what-
soever, in the ritual or mode ol synagogue worshiM
established by this congregation, except upon eonaeni o.
at east three-fourths of the members present at a con¬
gregational mtctiug specially convened lor that pur-
pose."
By order of the Hoard, E. DE YO0NQ, secretary.

1 llK MEETING YKSTKRDAY.
When the meeting was called to order, whirl*

was shortly aitcr the hour appointed, tne sju*-
gogue chamber was crowded to excess with tn »
wealthy and influential memoers ot the congrega-
Hon. No representatives or the press were per-
muted to be present, ana It was understood that
us it w as a "lamily quarrel" tne members w r»
pledged to tne utmost secrecy. Mr. u. Stras-
burgcr occupied the cnair, and au excited discus.
stou, which lasted iroin half-past two uunl seven
p. Y., was at once inaugurated. Tne report ol the
"conservatives," wnlch did not dltTer iu any ma¬
terial resp-ct fioni the (ditiine Kiven above, wa-e
first presented. The report of tue progressives
showed the lollowing facts:.

'I'lte present number of memher* trim 21#. Tt>i»
value ol «eatf purcl asod bv men:tiers tti good sundinc
w 4k as lolc » 60 Kenlleiiien * w its nt f- «i each,
tl.'.o 'ti; ll.i in utienien's s<"tls at (ISO. it) ladies
seats at $1W, Slo.i.u; 1>2 laoies' .'its at $I2>. fll.ftnd)
total. »i ..tMi less tnstaliuents unpaid lleceaiber, I,1S7<,
ti.t-S; amount due mmnliors. >49.773. rh» present
vearlv expenses ol the congregation, laclndliik salary of
preacher, amount to about fiso.to. should the i»w sy
vetn t>« adopted w» esliinste that the sa 0 ne<v* mil
realise >.iy ir< m wh.eh deduct auiouBi due
pre-ent seat owners, about t>v<)o; w hie 11 will,
leave a surplus mud »i $40,dj0. This *urpm»
we propose should be Invested as a sinning luu!.
Ifte Interest thereof to he used toward defraying the e\.

pensn ol tne congregation. The e<tioiuied cost ot alter-
ations, lB''.iu ling carpenter wort, paintin z and reinak-
in* and cov. ring cushions, wti 1 no: exceed 000; cost'
ot new trgsn, *4.>k), ;oj»1 cost of atterationi.
The pews to he rated according to loratioa the smme
ran.'e in price trom H o lo $l.:4c each, or In.m tM (>s.
»2So tr.r ea h seal, and to b* Mild bv preemption to tha<
highest bidder, the amount realized troni pre emntlonc
to be used, as lar as necessary, to deiray
tbe cost of the proposed alterations, owners of
seats to receive scrip or due bills lor the ainounc
paid bv llieiu lor their present seal* tprc-emnuoo money
not included) which scrip or due bills will be rereivel

| again to the amount ot iheir face value in pavment ot
such .eats or pew . a- the holder may choose 10 puirha»e.
hortlie purnoa* of equa listng tbe vearljr cov.tnbutiotie
ol itieiabci* ana iosMsuiua the espeusea 01 lbi,s« w/.,»
purchase an e-ii . *«. propose that'h« pew«. bo'U
us the main aui.i orv and rallery, i>e divided into tlirea
separate rlasersacr ruing 10 valuation, ea -h iui mber to
pav a single membership hix, the sa.ur to b«
rated Breordtaf to the seat or pew occupied bv
hiui, witbeui reference (o tli« number ol srata
ne may purchase tn any single pew. This pro¬
posed membership tax. les'iinating the whole number
of members at 14)) will rcali .e. say. as follows. -«n mrtn-
te>s. first class, at $.V) per annain. 81 members,
second clA's, s. per aiiuuin. #i.i)o <0 nie.nners, thirif
class at $.;. p r muuu'. SI.2 0. Total. $7.4 1. add to tl,'«
seven per cent interest on (to.000. surplus fund iroin u >

of pews. SJ.^UU. rent 01 lemporarv seals duriug liolidavs.
$1.3)0; rc.-eipts from other sources, tl.OOU; there will re-
in.dn a drfl :leuey of fS.JDl. Total. SISkOJO. Ti. mite us
this defletency we propose to levy a r o ro' a.o'tsmrut
on the valuation ot the prws or seats purchased hv
mem'ieri as iollowi:-ror two seats, the full a«acisment
on their vainmen. aii.l lor ail seats exceeding two in
number in anv sin«le pew. one half the a»« s-mrnl nrx
valuation ol the additional seals 111 such prws purchas, ,1
ov a member. Ihus, «ur:' >-ing fhevaiuition ol a pew
to b« >i,os). the owner will pay an as eminent on valu 1-
'Jon of two see's ol $4'<\ and one half 0.1 ;
total. $71*), or equal to seven-tenth* of the v r,nation of
ihe «niire new. Assuming mat tilt) per c.<:u ol tue en¬
tire iiuintici- ol seats purchase! will be sub-
jes't to a tro ralm assessment sf one halt
on v. this «ill leave subject to full a-sewinei t
ft*..i»i. subieet to hsif assessment $2J.jo>. or eqml t.»
$u, VW. \n assessment often per cent on tills sniount.
will realUe $ ',78®, nioie thau suth. 1e.11 re juj.vd to make
Bp tlie dITeren .» required to defray t'le current ex-
peusesol the congregation. It was il. ¦ su ste lhat
a i.e v article tie added to the bylaws, to rr.id at fol¬
low* :."It «h.ill not be lawful to make or adopt anv fur-
tner alterations or chaucas of any kind or uaiure wh <t-
*>r\er tn the ritua or ni" le of syaai«c^ue wor'h.p ts-
fahiis*ie,t bv tlili ot'iigre.'ation. except ap >n ct>n« nt of
at least ihree-iounhs ol tbe members pre«"ui at a run
grrgauoual lueeuuf specially couveued lor that par.
pose."

It wis agreed that both reports should be voted
npon togutr.er and when the roll was called it *1*
found that mere were >4 hi livur ol ad lering t<»
the ancient cuatotr.s, while 80 v.»te« weie- asi ig
favor of the proposed reforms. Amid ureat excite¬
ment, however, aeveral rotes on both siden were
chnliengpd. but nrDen tne dual rote was maen the
B iove result was not materially cbangcd.

GLKXDEXNINti ON THLE WARPATH.

A FIERCE ATTACK ON THE OI.D FOOtXS OF TH»

CntTBTH--HE VINDICATES BIS TUKOLOOlCAl,

oriWIOXB.
The Attendance at the -Church of the s:andai.'B

in Jersey City, yesterday, was cot quite as larjr®
as on tnt previous Sunday, bat tbo*e who at¬
tended were treated to a philippic seldom heart!
from a pu nr. Mr. Glendennlng was la his seat
at an ear y boar, and tin; pulpit was deco¬
rated with Bouquets, as on the thre»
preriOus MindJTS. It was evident ironi
Mr. Glendennmg's esrnestness tn tne open-
mg prsyer that war to tne kntre was to be
declared strain-it somebody. His text, taken in
the abstract, was simp e. bat, applied to his pur¬
pose. wm scathing, it wis trotn Profcrtie, xir,

-ine ueiieretti every woi'd, but the
|,i uJent man looneili well to ut* golug.'' taking
wu\ autaffe oi th» charge of heresy pre'»rreii
airalnst aim or one oi the eiders of the cntirch.
Mr. <.iea t.m- ¦: h.t t>ac* in the following siyie
jt is tar better to awaae to m« dire»t
,. u'u- "a in our ttunstnar than to reposi
in luuorance. inose indexible rtonras^. in
which sw many nni re.>o«\ mint sooner
or l iter give w«*T to new deve.opra- u;» ru Uie
progrosa oi human Moujht. I tiers is nom mm*
m u ,n ever» system, and this good nee* itseif
iiorn wuat i« impure And asetmtlaiea tuelf to ttio
gooj tu other sfiteui*. What is good is perma¬
nent, wnat i« impure ia transect. TBus a new re¬
ligion i4 ioandM wnicu io m- tue nigne^t expres-
iiuu a: train, snd :un jg«in win tn tnue give way
;.a .umau thougut pregreaaea am new discoverte*
are m4de. inn* it i* tiiat Hie neresv of yesterday be¬
comes tie orthodoxy or to-day. The iii_-n priests of
intellectual pi ogress are oaity sla a at the altar of
tnouglit. Socrsit-s was condemned to drink tlie
latal cup because He instituted a reaction in fatof
oi truth. Oallieo was snal wlttun prison walls
because be established tne theory of planetary
motion. At the oreseat any a man cannot stan l
lu the pnlpit an 4 give expression to tome new
rte»eloi«m. nt ot irutn witnout being nonnde i
down t>y a clasa of me laitj that deem themselves
the on y ortnodox members, wuen, til point or
fact, tney sre iguorantly orthoi>x. (T:iere was *
siicit movement among the congregation at th.a
point, but no one left tne cm.rcb.) me m.»u wi o
has nuoounded confidence lu ni» creed is not tL .

man wtio iaises tha hue and off of herrsr afrain«r.
in- nrevnren. Ill* faitti is eo w"en* an i vac iiating
that u aeeda alw *»s to be I'lune 1 to ihi-> or ta.it
proposition. It was not VoIUlre r Rousseau tb.it,
pinned France into tne throes of infidelity ami
re omtioa. but it w.is tne confirmed sceptttlMa of
the pne^thood. (Mail's .ip-top." retnaried *

pious-looting individual to tin nefgUoor. "I w
lie'll give it io 'etn," not »>efore ais wisn ws"
fled IM praariur closed anr,u>u» woi» o »i na

Brat.")


